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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Regarding Claims 15 and 16, Applicant claims recite "a feedback loop arranged 
so that a voltage controlling amplitude of the resonant circuit is proportional to a radio 
frequency power delivered by the RC circuit". Examiner would like to point out that the 
voltage controlling amplitude of the resonant circuit will inherently be proportional to the 
radio frequency power delivered by the RC circuit, as such the utility and/or the function 
of the feedback loop and how it limits the claim is not understood. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of 
this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the 
United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1, 3, 4, 11, 17, 18, and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by U. S. Patent No. 6,359,449 to Reining et al. 

7. Regarding Claims 1, 3, and 11, Reining teaches a system for noninvasive 
measuring of a conductivity in a volume, said system comprising magnetic means 
arranged as a resonant circuit (Fig. 1 elements 14 and 16), said magnetic means being 
arranged to induce an oscillating magnetic field in said volume (Abstract and Fig.1 
element 14 and 16), said system further comprising power supply means connectable to 
said magnetic means (Col. 4 lines 40-47)); magnetic means is integrated into an 
insulating fabric carrier (fig. 1 element 22); a detector to detect and derive information 
(Fig. 5 element 58); and an alarm to trigger an alarm upon detection of said information 
(Fig. 5 element 58). Providing a signal characteristic to a power loss (Applicants 
specification page 5, define detecting power loss via change in magnitude of the signal) 
which is inherently present in any electric circuit, a loss in magnitude of signal would 
mean a power loss or loss in signal. 

8. Regarding Claim 4, Reining teaches that the fabric carrier is part of clothing (Fig. 
1 element 22). 

9. Regarding Claims 17, Reining teaches that the oscillating magnetic field in the 
target volume is an eddy current which generate a secondary magnetic field pointing in 
the opposite direction with respect to a primary magnetic field produced by the resonant 
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circuit as its inherent due to Faraday's law as admitted by applicant in Page 6 of the 
specification. 

10. Regarding Claims 18, Reining teaches that the secondary magnetic field induces 
an electromotive force in the magnetic means, said electromotive force having a phase 
which is 180° relative to a driving current circulating through the resonant circuit as its 
inherent due to Faraday's law as admitted by applicant in Page 6 of the specification. 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 20, Reining teaches a signal interpretation unit which detects 
abnormal condition of a user (Fig. 4 element 40), which as defined in the page 7 of the 
specification of the application is merely an amplitude of the signal. 

12. Claims 2, 5-10, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U. S. Patent No. 6,359,449 to Reining et al in view of U. S. 
Patent No. 5,760,688 to Kasai. 

13. Regarding Claims 2, 8, 9, Reining teaches all of the above claimed limitations 
but does not expressly teach magnetic means being arranged in a vicinity of a further 
volume to provide a reference signal. 

14. Kasai teaches the use of a reference signal (Col. 5 lines 35-40). 

15. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Reining such that the magnetic means is being arranged in a vicinity 
of a further volume to provide a reference signal as taught by Kasai, since such a setup 
would result in the system being calibrated properly for a controlled testing. 
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16. Regarding Claims 5-7, Kasai teaches that the fabric carrier is part of a furniture 
(Fig. 5) but does not expressly teach that the insulating fabric carrier is a bed sheet, a 
safety belt. 

17. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Reining and Kasai with a setup such that the fabric carrier is a 
bedsheet or a safety belt, since such a setup would result in the system being more 
flexible and usable in many different situations, moreover where you place the coil is 
merely a design choice. 

18. Regarding Claim 10, Reining teaches that the target volume is the heart of the 
subject (Fig. 1 elmeent 10 and Col. 3 lines 15-20) 

19. Regarding Claim 19, Reining teaches the detector comprises a preamplifier (Fig. 
4 elment 32); a processing circuit (Fig. 4 element 20). 

20. Reining does not expressly teach an analog to digital converter. 

21 . Kasai teaches the use of an Analog to digital converter (Fig. 1 1 and 1 2 element 
101) 

22. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Reinign with an analog to digital converter as taught by Kasai since 
such a setup would result in the signal being converter to digital form for a computer 
analysis. 
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23. Claims 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U. S. Patent No. 6,359,449 to Reining et al in view of U. S. Patent No. 
4,829,285 to Brand et al. 

24. Regarding Claim 12, Reining teaches the use of an alarm but does not expressly 
teach that the alarm comprises a transmitter to transmit the alarm to a remote station 
responsive to the alarm signal. 

25. Brand teaches the use of an alarm system that comprises a transmitter to 
transmit the alarm to a remote station responsive to the alarm signal (Abstract and Col. 
2 lines 24-33). 

26. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Reining with alarm system that comprises a transmitter to transmit 
the alarm to a remote station responsive to the alarm signal as taught by Brand, since 
such a setup would result in immediate/speedy care to the distressed user, as 
appropriate personnel could come to the need of the user. 

27. Regarding Claims 13 and 14, Reining teaches a loop of conducting material 
between threads of fabric (Fig 1 element 10, 14, 16, and 20). 

Conclusion 

28. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SANJAY CATTUNGAL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-1306. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9-5. 
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29. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Long Le can be reached on (571 ) 272-0823. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

30. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

SPC 

/Long V Le/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3768 



